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DETAILED ACTION 



1. 



Claim 19 has been amended. 



2. 



Claims 15-28 are pending. 



Response to Arguments 



1 . Applicant's arguments filed 03 March 2009 have been fully considered but they 
are not persuasive. 

2. Referring to the rejection of claim 15, the Applicant contends that the prior art 
(Nassor) does not disclose identically disclose using signatures in order to release a 
data processing unit to process project data belonging to the project once the signature 
is verified as correct. The Examiner respectfully disagrees and asserts that Nassor 
discloses the operating system of the card can perform a preliminary operation in which 
it verifies whether the codes C, P, the sequence number and the value n-dat received 
are in fact identical to those of the command sent previously. If they match, the n-dat 
bytes received are stored starting at the address ADR-dat-P read in the table 
TAB_APPLI. Once the last byte has been written, the operating system recalculates the 
signature of the data by means of a cryptographic calculation using the value of the key 
SWAP. The recalculated signature is then compared to the value "SGN-dat-P/1" written 
in the table TAB APPLI. If the two signature values are not equal, the data received 
from the network is considered not to be identical to that unloaded previously. There is 
therefore a doubt as to the authenticity or integrity of the data received. The card 
returns to the reader an error message indicating the reception of erroneous data during 
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the last load operation, and the impossibility of continuing the transaction. (See Column 
22, lines 1-20) If the two values are equal, the data received are considered to be 
identical to those previously unloaded by the card: the first transaction can therefore 
continue. The operating system of the card then updates the table TAB APPLI by 
setting the indicator for the data of the application P/1 to "Loaded." (See Column 22, 
lines 21-26) 

3. Therefore, the rejection of claims 1 5-28 are maintained in view of the reasons 
above and in view of the reasons below. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1 ) an application for patent, published under section 1 22(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351 (a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

2. Claims 15-28 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Nassor (US Patent No. 6,687,800). 

Referring to the rejection of claim 15, Nassor discloses a method for releasing a 
data processing unit for processing project data of a project; comprising: 

requesting usage permission (i.e. chip card) for using the data processing unit to 
process project data belonging to a predetermined project; (See Column 3, lines 32-39) 
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generating a first signature by signing predetermined project data belonging to 

the project; (See Column 6, lines 18-28) 

verifying the first signature for correctness; (See Column 8, lines 9-15) 

and releasing the data processing unit to process the project data belonging to 

the project if the first signature is verified as correct. (See Column 8, lines 15-20) 

Referring to the rejection of claim 16, Nassor discloses the claimed limitation 
wherein the first signature is generated in a device for generating a usage permission, 
the predetermined project data being transmitted via a communication network to the 
usage-permission generating device. (See Column 4, lines 49-60) 

Referring to the rejection of claim 17, Nassor discloses a method for releasing a 
data processing unit for processing project data of a project; comprising: 

requesting usage permission (i.e. chip card) for using the data processing unit to 
process project data belonging to a predetermined project, the predetermined project 
data being cryptographically protected; (See Column 3, lines 32-39) 

transmitting the predetermined, cryptographically protected project data via a 
communication network to a usage-permission generating device; (See Column 4, lines 
49-60) 

generating a first signature by signing the predetermined, cryptographically 
protected project data belonging to the project, the predetermined, cryptographically 
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protected project data being signed by the usage-permission generating device (i.e. 

chip card); (See Column 6, lines 18-28) 

verifying the first signature for correctness; (See Column 8, lines 9-15) 

and releasing the data processing unit to process the project data belonging to 

the project if the first signature is verified as correct. (See Column 8, lines 15-20) 

Referring to the rejection of claim 18, Nassor discloses the claimed limitation 
wherein 

generating a second signature by signing the predetermined project data; (See 
Column 5, lines 39-44) 

transmitting the predetermined project data and the second signature to the 
usage- permission generating device; (See Column 4, lines 49-60) 

verifying the second signature for correctness; (See Column 8, lines 9-15) 

and the first signature is generated from the predetermined project data only if 
the second signature verified as correct. (See Column 8, lines 15-20) 

Referring to the rejection of claim 19, Nassor discloses the claimed limitation 
wherein 

generating a second signature by signing the predetermined, cryptographically 
protected project data; (See Column 5, lines 39-44) 
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transmitting the predetermined, cryptographically protected project data and the 
second signature to the usage-permission generating device; (See Column 4, lines 49- 
60) 

verifying the second signature for correctness; (See Column 8, lines 9-15) 
and generating the first signature from the predetermined, cryptographically 

protected project data only if the second signature is correct. (See Column 8, lines 15- 

20) 

Referring to the rejection of claim 20, Nassor discloses the claimed limitation 
wherein generating an invoice data record for usage of the data processing unit for the 
client as a function of the predetermined project data. (See Column 6, lines 49-51) 

Referring to the rejection of claim 21, Nassor discloses the claimed limitation 
wherein assigning a client a plurality of value units for the release of the data processing 
unit for multiple projects, wherein the plurality of value units are devalued in response to 
a request by the client for a usage right. (See Colum 8, lines 21-24) 

Referring to the rejection of claim 22, Nassor discloses A communication system 
for releasing a data processing unit for processing project data of a selected project, 
comprising: 

a computer assigned to a client; (See Column 3, lines 53-55) 

a data processing unit implemented in the computer; (See Column 3, lines 35-39) 
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a memory device, the memory device being a part of data processing unit and in 
which predetermined project data of at least one project to be processed are stored; 
(See Column 4, lines 5-20) 

a usage-permission generating device assigned to the computer, the usage- 
permission generating device including: (See Column 3, lines 32-39) 

a first device for generating a first signature from the predetermined project data 
of a selected project, (See Column 6, lines 18-28) 

wherein the computer has a device for verifying the first signature and for 
releasing the data processing unit, (See Column 8, lines 9-15) 

which releases the data processing unit for processing the project data belonging 
to the selected project only if the first signature is determined correct. (See Column 8, 
lines 15-20) 

Referring to the rejection of claim 23, Nassor discloses the claimed limitation 
wherein 

a first interface associated with the computer, the interface being used for 
connection to a communication network; (See Column 3, lines 58-59) 

a device associated with the computer for cryptographically protecting the 
predetermined project data; (See Column 6, lines 18-28) 

and a second interface associated with the usage-permission generating device, 
the interface being used for connection to a communication network so that the first 
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signature can be transmitted via the communication network to the computer. (See 
Column 4, lines 58-60) 

Referring to the rejection of claim 24, Nassor discloses the claimed limitation 
wherein the computer is assigned a second signature device for generating a second 
signature from the predetermined project data; the computer is designed for transmitting 
the second signature and the associated, predetermined project data via a 
communication network to the usage-permission generating device; and further 
comprising (See Column 5, lines 39-44): 

a second device for verifying the second signature, the second device being 
associated with the usage-permission generating device, wherein the first signature 
device generates the first signature only if the second signature is determined correct. 
(See Column 8, lines 9-15) 

Referring to the rejection of claim 25, Nassor discloses the claimed limitation 
wherein the computer is assigned a second signature device for generating a second 
signature from the predetermined, cryptographically protected project data; the 
computer is designed for transmitting the second signature and the associated, 
predetermined, cryptographically protected project data via the communication network 
to the usage-permission generating device; and further comprising (See Column 5, lines 
39-44): 
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a second device for verifying the second signature, the second device being 
associated with the usage-permission generating device, wherein the first signature 
device generates the first signature only if the second signature is determined correct 
(See Column 8, lines 9-15) 

Referring to the rejection of claim 26, Nassor discloses the claimed limitation 
wherein a device for generating an invoice data record for the client for usage of the 
data processing unit as a function of the predetermined project data of a selected 
project. (See Column 6, lines 49-51) 

Referring to the rejection of claim 27, Nassor discloses the claimed limitation 
wherein the usage-permission generating device is a chip card in which the first 
signature device is implemented and which is able to generate a predetermined number 
of first signatures; and further comprising: 

a chip card reader assigned to the computer. (See Column 21, lines 19-26 and 
Column 2, lines 57-60) 

Referring to the rejection of claim 28, Nassor discloses the claimed limitation 
wherein 

a memory assigned to the computer in which at least one value unit for release, 
with costs, of the data processing unit for processing project data of at least one 
selected project is stored for at least one client; (See Column 8, lines 15-21) 

and a device for devaluing the at least one value unit. (See Colum 8, lines 21-24) 
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Conclusion 

2. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to COURTNEY D. FIELDS whose telephone number is 
(571 )272-3871 . The examiner can normally be reached on Mon - Thurs. 6:00 - 4:00 
pm; off every Friday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Emmanuel Moise can be reached on 571-272-3865. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



/Courtney D. Fields/ 
Examiner, Art Unit 2437 
June 12, 2009 

/Emmanuel L. Moise/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2437 



